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REMARKS 

F,nonm Ov-svv o v - 'o a , , u 

amendments and remarks herein. 

»v - * > - - x f > a , v * i 

claim 1 and 3? h ■* a:makkd \o no i a.s^, 



- "4 N 

v N uc \c soaoi Mas ^' i , v* < j t 

- is 1-3, i ILK 19-22, 24, 29-31 and 33 s d jcwi* H*dvr35t .S < 
i > * as bdng unpatentable over ko /i (U.S. Patent No. 2"-t: > in view oflshii etal 

' h ~" > t i >\u i 

1 > a . B» ' , < v < < v o , 

When a user of such a multiple interface device wants to 
coninuai-cate with a user of another device, the user typically 
dually de 1 \ v < echoes see-, h as 

eoliths seeon 1 £ \de; deters n ru hi 
common interface, the users typically manually configure the 
devices to establish a connection .^"communication. ~To change 
or end the connection, the users again manually adjust the 

at V <. V v * M_ 

v ^ 1 ^ » v m figuration 

and control may prove difficult. 

Bat eg m In Spe.i ka a n Pagi I i m < 2-22 
Therefore, the Background highlights the need to automatically detect and 
deters one a .mm, em-; e: !• TUO-Jm 

I'o achieve the < objective bodima e prese ■ provide 

device, u w system, ,J computer program resnhna on a tangible storage medium, for 
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Includes: 

eseiaeangejor 

&s ec n device md 

said second device using said default interlace: 

v g v >$ io select a conieaanoation interlace using said 
a\ > i aii oa eon race! io 

w herein said, c onnin einanoa nnerfac e Is separ ate a n ei (ace 
from said iMm\t interface used for providmg.negoliatioa 
connection; 

os/ao/;,v/aag e conurnniication connection using said selected 
com m n a i e a i i on in t erf a c e ; 

device using said communication connection, 

w n ^ < tt ♦ s 1 a , n i< o ,tu *. 

dlddidggjgrgt^ s aid da ta between. sag at; rst.devi.ee 

_._„ v are 

' , n <. a an . onnectiori;. 

ein s < hi * un s < \ , < s rerfa 

g > ' CO 

V >v one <js.| fciaio <• u ' « uekrs sc t ng tin sea 
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pi y to < . . v. v i y 3 g 200 
In one example, described in the Specification, a send a data 

t- N h'P^P \~ ' v. - . _ 1^0 0 > v >, >' V *.„ ^ s t v \ 

J \ oC.dCs COO k t iptop 

! pO P v > ! 

_ C V X 0 \ m ^ 4 < P > x v v s s 

' v ^ v f \ ( v ! v.. _ u v.o ' Oowsip ^, ' ' M \ < \t ipiop 
o* ;Uotnerd<.vi«nbu> i ! v « on v tr device 

(n this ease, the PDA and laptop One thai each supports Wi-Fi complication. The devices Oien 
tise the Bluetooth connection to negotiate how to send the file. The P DA ruwsnizcs t hat the stag 

v_ - - . : v. l s- w t jg 

' ^ e " (because of the improved bandwidth of the Wi-Fi connection compared to a 

i d V M 5 ( p\>| <. gg * \\ f ,o ! U 

1 has, the hpecdication describes searchiep for < second device using a default intcTpiee 
v i - ^ ' j . t co V n^ > an 

comuuencation: and negotiating to select * p L 4* , ^_ ^ _ a Wi-Fi 

second device. "Hie Specification fender indicates that the e ore in umoa tto n i m er (he e is separate 
.interface from the dcfaphinicrta.ee used tor providing negotiation connection. 

"deteniiiid es] whether the external device is available as an interface to the portable subscriber 
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device; and when available as an interface, o Im a wireless \ between the portable 
subsc bet device e ce \ < e 1 e I ik v , erwix >p \ 

a- ec> I - . ~a , ^. \ e m> ,\, l v - '>t ~ - u , - » \w e sewe^ -m.h^ 
adrecv _ es- s n » * , _ ?w 

e\> w ' v s < v . v a >- \ 

I i I fiK N C ^ , . v > » ki 

innnune fin (ghee \t ;ao:ch c s st , I hnwtk- \ c o,e, >w .vis awuc-w i i h 
* s ?3 i li ti > -) ; v 1 , o fs f) 

0024)." Accordingly, Kotein and tehii, individually or in combination, .fail, to teach or suggest all 
v, ernta os ; 

Based on the foregoing discussion, claim 19 should fee allowable over Koteih and Ishii. 
Other independent claims 1 , 29, and 33 include similar limitations of establishing a connection to 

^cv- mi cc v o: s i do: uH t s ace of a fust device, ami t t , \ * 

|\> ! <e " ^ s , , ;< t u< v iv n i l v. 5 ,vtvs> 

the hen dewee and the second device, wherein die coniumrucanor interface is separate interface 
then; the dWatnt interlace used ;h= providing oegodadon connection. Therefore, claims 1 . 29. 
and 33 should also he allowable over Koudn and Mm, Since claims 2-3, 5-6, 9-1 Lie, 20-22, 
24. and 30 ? i depend from one of claims L 19, and 29, claims 2-3. ; -6 In, 20-23, 24. and 
v -~ 1 ' - ww vet aw t e 

x ce.v e - v _u o , n 1 ^ > ^ * s , s 22 " t N 

*' 133 bases J5 U.S " > s bee erco e present emarks and 

>-..-s - ^ , ^ „ 0 
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^ v\* o c v Once Action, claim - si r s reiec?cd <L 35 e <, elMms s 
K ^ m^ omko vH < a , ^ ^ o v ^ « , v r ut 

Based on the foregoing discussion regarding independent claim !, and since claim 4 
upends iron) ehnm U claim 4 mmde be alhmahle own Koizin and Ishie Further, Oraanan is 

- ! v - N is u « UU\ l! v,l > \ t >, , 

c r ,< cXm . !4. ( », Rmse-due >yo w m i<- , are ( 'am r , , K adv o e .on h ^ o) fan 
- .claim 4. 

AcconiumK n ! s m ■> ' i n • ^ , of dam 4 u.-al ,\ \ "5 b S C\ > I03^a> 

' - d\ v„, < „> , ^ , vS , ^ , 

ib _.d Co • o_> c ^ 

S ^ ( K m 1 „ U )» V ! -I M i * v, Sv. ^ \ „ 

bemg impaientable over Kotzin in view of Mm and further m view of Jamie (U.S. Paieut 
\pplici N 53945 

dee v mdc;> i I, ane sine© claim 7 

depends iron? claim L claim 7 should be allowable over Kotzin and Ishii. Further, Jarhk is 
merely eded for teaching that "die second communication interface (FAN) provides a higher 

! - 4 - s - < \\ \. „ , » acre, m 

^ > ' ^ ' ! s m O >N 
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has been overcome by the present remarks anci withdrawal ihertofis respectfully requested, 

§003 Rejjx of ( dm 

In Sect ion 5 of the Office Action, claim 8 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as 
^ i U v ^ \ > 

bv , Av-i No. 2005/0076054; hereinafter referred to as "Moon"). 

" v' ' x w »s-i e t i iJvsa s < ' « < tu % * <, ant 

N be all >*abk overKotssm and teh Fust! er s M« >on is 
-st t 1 > t 5 that 

wireless interface" &erb)?? 5; page 9 of [he Office Action, finer ion,. Seizin, Ishih and Moon, 
individually or ie conibioabom fail to teach or suggest all the r mi o? s of claim 8. 

\c o x ... v is subm red inn \ 10 :c,t fc tuw . i d« -r « h vsod vv r 3^ > v x> * hi 
ve o\t vOi: NMme' ws jd a M n i <b ^Jitau>' , |n 1 u ^ x-n\ 

N N * - % : AU - 

ejecte< ider 35 U.S.C ) as being rp v. i ;.b < r Ke view ofishi md farthe 

^ > ^ s s x - - , \ ^ -t r - „ o e u ed to as 

"Shah" ). 

Based on the foregoing discussion regarding independent claims U 19, and 29, and since 
claims 12, 14 0 5, 17-18, 25, 27-2S, and T> depend from one of claims 1. I s ), and 29, claims 12, 
' U x i> ^ - x s x \ x* j , s 



user input". Section 4 page 10 of the Office Action. Therefore, Kotdn, ishii, and Sfaar, 
individual!;, or in c^n hn anon, del \o uacfi or surest J\ the d~v \;tk-us _i eUmvs i:. 14-15, 17- 

Accordingly, It h suhrniu.\l duo rho rejection of cbninu f 2, 14- 15, 1 7-18, 25, 2'?-2h and 
"O -ascdupoai; L S.C ^ 105 x> has boon o*- erconx b f , \ . - < nl andw 1 iUjlv U 

o OUum 33 

In Section 7 of the Office A on, c a n 23 sta ids rejec , d undo? 35 I S C § j v >(aj £ s 
being unpatentable over Kotzin in view of Ishii, and further in view of Carlton et ai (U.S. Patent 
\orveano,s No h-5 : 4 1 450: be<oinafier referred to as "Carlton*') and in »n wi > ;e^ of 
Moon. 

ba^uou „ o< v v ,s<>i . d s 1 1 ^ w , e ^. a^iu\un ?> 

I ) ! e h \ , \f t • ' - 

Carlton ts merely cded lor leaching ""a conimuoicadon. criteria that Includes data rateh Section 
- - 'r , ^ , t ^etoie. kotv* ishi , Nfoo ard Chuhon, m,K ukash ^ m 

combination, fail to teach or suggest ad the limitations of claim 23, 

Accordingly, it is submitted that the rejection of claim 23 based upon 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) 
As - ^ s -v , u; , N s <, i - v v „ vt 
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\ ^ - ; d vt - , \ n > - s , 

In Section d otbhs. ^ ^ ? c 2 s < s , , ST.; 

Hen j w,... viH.o^e - o ; t , n\ 
e^ x s ^ v v ,e + e , v-t ^ >- - 

Sasedon s -i < n , q>, t andMncc< am V 

ii-re^nvv s. ~ * ° ^ >\\ o ^ <o» v . ^ n >\ »ul vvk« - 

merely eked for teaching that "the communication mode indicates a type of encryption to use ibr 

>n 8, page 15 he Offm rherefore, Kotzi 

ishn. cm Moon, dmoiJaad} ». sc .^'v - -on. fail to teach oi v d! ! d;v f aivm 
claim 26, 

has been 'ac- o v b> c parent remarks and withdrawal the; eons fvs\\,!.i » r» a 
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Coiiclgsiog 

hixicwoi o^v,-, >p!!cant5 r-perUuiS request lc-s , s> cku-us I Inn 

In thi - c )ope f } - iy b i, ! v < s ^ v ' 

P os cirtiorq the Examiner is co s 



PtQCOpiO, ( > s . I „ j;< < v. s <x N c \ isch 



Dated: .^VM - 3^ : . 

SatliueijT[,ee 



53 B Street Suit N Oi 
(61 0 238 1900 



